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no choice but to leave his property to his nearest kin.
He might adopt a son or a son-in-law but the latter
had no legal right of inheritance. Under these cir-
cumstances, the custom had provided compromises.
It seemed to the people unreasonable to deprive one
who had supported the deceased from inheriting what
the latter left. But since they also recognized the
potential claim of the nearest kin, as mentioned, com-
pensation might be demanded.

The new code has altered the unilateral principle
of inheritance because it is conceived as against the
principle of sex equality. But how far it has altered
the principle of descent is not very clear. It recognizes
the daughter, even after marriage, as being as much a
descendant of her parents as were her brothers (Article
967). But as a wife, she will " prefix to her surname
that of the husband " (Article x,ooo), and take " the
domicile of her husband as her domicile " (Article
1,002), except her parent adopt a son-in-law for her.
Her children will " assume the surname of the father "
(Article 1,059), except there is an agreement for
another arrangement, and the domicile of her child is
that of the father (Article 1,060). As a descendant,
she has obligations to maintain her own parents
(Article 1,115). Therefore each family has the obli-
gation to maintain relatives of both husband and wife
while husband and wife have to live together.

These legal provisions when translated into actual
social practice will lead to an organization based on a
bilateral principle of kinship. Professor B. Matinowski
has pointed out that " unilateral descent is also inti-
mately bound up with the nature of filiation, that is,
with the handing over of status, power, office and
possessions, from one generation to the other. Order